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PHILIP MORRIS 

INCORPORATED 

Law Department-Patent Section 

RESEARCH CENTER: P.O; BOX 26583, RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 23281 TELEPHONE (804) 271-2000 


JO; George J. Brandt, Jr., Esq. 

Watson, Leavenworth, Kelton & Taggart 
100 Park Avenue 
New York, NY 10017 

FROM: G ’ Inskeep DATE: 6 July 1978 

SUBJECT : SMOKING ARTICLE/Helf. 582-765/Germany/PM 588 


Item I of the agents' letter re the latest rejec¬ 
tion asks for Examples showing plasticizer use. Examples 
13 through 15 of the U. S. application show various amounts 
of sorbitol, which was earlier enumerated as a plasticizer. 
It is unfortunate that they set limits of 0 to 5% since 
larger proportions of plasticizer are sometimes.employed 
(Examples 13 and 15). 

Under Item II a reply may be found perhaps by 
studying Howard Kothe's responses in the U. S. case, because 
the rejections followed much the same line. See also the 
CIP, which is USSN 686,409, and the limitations set there. 
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MARLBORO BENSON & HEDGES PARLIAMENT VIRGINIA SLIMS MULTIFILTER LITE BEER MILLER HIGH LIFE BEER 



Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/kxyj0000 
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